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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

The applicant lists "high definition television display" two times in one list, making 
it repetitive. (Page 12, Line 19, and Page 12, Line 20) 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

1. Claims 1-6, 23, 27, 28, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Smith (US 6615248) in view of Moreland et al (US 61 1 1576). 

In regards to claim 1 , Smith teaches a computing system that includes a display 

screen that is capable of displaying a variety of types of media, a method for providing a 

dynamically controllable user interface that embraces the variety of types of media, the 
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method comprising the acts of: displaying a menu system on the display screen (Figure 
4, Element 450), wherein the menu system includes first and second categories 
selectable by a viewer (Figure 4, Element 451-452); displaying the first category at a 
selected location of the display screen (Figure 4, Element 452). Smith does not teach a 
method where upon receiving an input command corresponding to a selection of the 
second category by the viewer, ratcheting the first category from the selected position 
so as to automatically replace the first category with the second category at the selected 
position of the display screen. Moreland teaches that "When the process detects user 
input for ratcheting the attachment menu bar ... the repositioning, or ratcheting of the 
attachment menu bar may be in any direction" (Column 3, Line 62). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Smith with 
the teachings of Moreland in order to obtain a menu that is able to ratchet with the 
motivation to provide for more visible screen space and to make the GUI easier to use. 

In regards to claim 2, Smith and Moreland teach all the limitations of claim 1 . 
Smith further teaches a method wherein the act of displaying the first category is 
performed by a preset, default setting (i.e. "page index area ... includes user selectable 
links, such as default category guide page links"(Column 7, Line 46)). 

In regards to claim 3, Smith and Moreland teach all the limitations of claim 1 . 
Smith further teaches a method wherein the act of displaying the first category is 
performed upon receipt of a first input command, wherein the first input command is 
received prior to the input command corresponding to the selection of the second 
category by the viewer, (i.e. "Each of the display areas discussed has some initial, or 
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default, state to use when system 100, implementing the present invention, is initially 
powered on or when a new user session is started. The initial state can be dictated by 
a user's formal input.", Column 10, Line 9) 

In regards to claim 4, Smith and Moreland teach all the limitations of claim 1 . 
Smith further teaches a method for having first and second categories in a hierarchical 
order. (Figure 4, Element 452 and 453). 

In regards to claim 5, Smith and Moreland teach all the limitations of claim 1 . 
Smith further teaches a method wherein the first category corresponds to a first type of 
media and the second category corresponds to a second type of media, and wherein 
the first type of media is different from the second type of media, (i.e. providing a first 
user selectable object via the single user interface, and providing a second user 
selectable object via the single user interface. The first user selectable object being a 
link to a first content source, and the second user selectable object being a link to a 
second content source, wherein the second content source differs from the first content 
source.", Column 2, Line 51). 

In regards to claim 6, Smith and Moreland teach all the limitations of claim 1 . 
Smith further teaches a method wherein the first type of media includes television 
programming, and wherein the second type of media includes a web page (Figure 4, 
Element 450, "TV" and "Web"). 

In regards to claim 23, Smith teaches a menu comprising of a contextual option, 
which upon selection, controls an aspect of media displayed on a display device (i.e. 
Figure 5, Element 451 "TV"); and a static option, which upon selection, executes a mini 
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application (i.e. search screen Figure 5, Element 420) while displaying the media on the 
display device, wherein the contextual option and the static option are organized in a 
categorical order that includes a plurality of categories (i.e. Figure 5, Element 450). 
Smith does not teach a method wherein the order of the categories is capable of 
ratcheting upon a receipt of user input such that a category of the order that is selected 
by the user is displayed at a selected position on the display screen. Moreland teaches 
that "When the process detects user input for ratcheting the attachment menu bar ... the 
repositioning, or ratcheting of the attachment menu bar may be in any direction" 
(Column 3, Line 62). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify Smith with the teachings of Moreland in order to obtain a 
menu that is able to ratchet with the motivation to provide for more visible screen space 
and to make the GUI easier to use. 

Claim 27 is in the same context as claim 1; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 28 in the same context as claim 2; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 29 is in the same context as claim 3; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

2. Claims 7-11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 22, 24, 25, and 31 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Smith (US 6615248) and Moreland et al (US 
61 1 1 576) in view of Alten et al. (US 6661468). 
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In regards to claim 7, Smith and Moreland teach all the limitations of claim 1 . 
Smith and Moreland lack the method wherein the act of displaying the first category 
includes displaying one or more subcategories corresponding to the first category. 
Alten teaches a method for displaying subcategories corresponding to the main 
category (Figure 6A, Element 63A, and 63(Subcategories)). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Smith and 
Moreland with the teachings of Alten to include a method of having subcategories next 
to the categories with the motivation to provide for easier navigation of the menu 
system. 

In regards to claim 8, Alten teaches that the subcategories are capable of 
scrolling horizontally (Figure 6A, 160-162). 

In regards to claim 9, Smith teaches that first category corresponds to first type of 
media (Figure 4, Element 452). 

In regards to claim 10, Alten teaches a method wherein one of the one or more 
subcategories corresponding to the first category includes a selectable option that 
performs a function specific to the first type of media (Figure 6A, 160-162). 

In regards to claim 1 1 , Alten teaches a method wherein one of the one or more 
subcategories corresponding to the first category includes a selectable option that 
initiates an application corresponding to a third type of media (i.e. messaging, Figure 
6A, Element 160). 

In regards to claim 13, Alten teaches a method wherein the act of automatically 
replacing includes replacing a display of the one or more subcategories corresponding 
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to the first category with a display of one or more subcategories corresponding to the 
second category (i.e. Figure 6 shifts to figure 7 wherein the subcategories for Elements 
61 A and 63A are different). 

Claim 14 is in the same context as claim 9; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 15 is in the same context as claim 10; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 16 is in the same context as claim 1 1 ; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

In regards to claim 18, Smith and Moreland teach a menu system, as per claim 1 , 
wherein a plurality of categories are displayed on the display screen and wherein the 
categories are capable of ratcheting such that any category from the plurality of 
categories that is selected by a user is displayed at a selected location on the display 
screen, while having the selected position remain constant. Smith and Moreland do not 
teach a menu where there is a plurality of subcategories corresponding to the plurality 
of categories and wherein the only subcategories displayed on the display screen at a 
given instant in time are the one or more subcategories corresponding to the selected 
category displayed at the selected position on the display screen at the given instant in 
time. Alten teaches displaying subcategories corresponding to the categories (Figure 
6A, Category = Element 63A, and Subcategories = Elements 160 -162), and he further 
teaches that the only subcategories displayed on the display screen at a given instant in 
time are the one or more subcategories corresponding to the selected category 
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displayed at the selected position on the display (Figure 6A, When Element 63A is 
selected subcategories 160-162 are displayed, in Figure 6, when Element 61 A is 
selected, subcategories 65A-C are displayed and the other subcategories are now 
hidden). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Smith and Moreland with the teachings of Alten to include a method 
of only displaying one set of subcategories at a given time with the motivation to make 
the screen less cluttered. 

In regards to claim 19, Smith and Moreland teach that the plurality of categories 
and a second category specific to the Internet (Smith Figure 4, Element 451 "WEB"). 
Smith and Moreland do not teach a third category specific to electronic communication 
includes a first category specific to programming (Smith Figure 4, Element 451 "TV") 
Alten teaches a category for messaging, or electronic communication (Figure 6, 63). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Smith and Moreland with the teachings of Alten to include a category for 
messaging to give the user more pleasurable experience by giving him more options. 

In regards to claim 20, Smith and Moreland teach that the first and second 
categories allow a user to launch a function to modify a display of programming (Smith 
Figure 4, Element 410 and 451 "TV"), and modify a display of a web page (Smith, "Web 
Search ... may access a web browser or possibly an Internet search engine such as 
Yahoo", Column 9, Line 52). Alten teaches how to launch a function and participate in 
electronic communication (Figure 6A, Element 160). 
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In regards to claim 22, Alten teaches a menu wherein at least one of the 
subcategories launches an application that provides current information on a selectable 
topic (Figure 6, Element 65A and 65B). 

In regards to claim 24, Smith and Moreland teach all the limitations of claim 23. 
They do not teach a menu system wherein subcategories correspond to the categories, 
and wherein the subcategories are selectable to a user to independently perform 
functions on a variety of different types of media. Alten teaches that you can have 
subcategories that correspond to the categories (Figure 6, Element 61 ) and that the 
subcategories are selectable to a user to perform functions on a variety different types 
of media (Figure 6, Element 65A, and Figure 6A, Element 160). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Smith and 
Moreland with the teachings of Alten to include a method of having subcategories right 
next to the categories with the motivation to provide for easier navigation of the menu 
system. 

In regards to claim 25, Smith, Moreland and Alten teach all the limitations of 
claim 24. Smith further teaches that you can have web pages as a type of media 
(Figure 5, Element 420). Alten teaches that you can have programming (Figure 6, 
Element 65A) and electronic communication (Figure 6A, Element 160) as types of 
media. 

In regards to claim 31, Smith and Moreland teach all the limitations of claim 27. 
Smith and Moreland do not teach a product wherein the first and second categories 
include selectable subcategories, wherein at least one of the selectable subcategories 
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corresponds to launching an application independent of the type of media displayed in 
the background display of the display screen. Alten teaches a method wherein one of 
the one or more subcategories corresponding to the first category includes a selectable 
option that initiates an application corresponding to a type of media (i.e. messaging, 
Figure 6A, Element 160). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify Smith and Moreland with the teachings of Alten to 
include a product wherein the selectable subcategories launch an application with the 
motivation to provide the user with the ability to multitask. 

3. Claims 12, 17, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Smith (US 6615248), Moreland et al (US 61 1 1576) and Alten et al. 
(US 6661468) in view of Chor et al. (US 6141003). 

In regards to claim 12, Smith, Moreland, and Alten teach all the limitations of 
claim 9. They do not teach a method comprising of displaying the first type of media in 
a background display of the display screen while the menu system is displayed in a 
foreground display of the display screen and the selected position remains constant. 
Chor teaches that you can have a menu in the foreground while having the main media 
in the background (Figure 6, Element 64 and 74). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Smith, Moreland, and Alten 
with the teachings of Chor to include a way to put a menu in the foreground and the 
media in the background with the motivation to provide for easy access to information 
on what is being displayed. 
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Claim 17 is in the same context as claim 12; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

In regards to claim 26, Smith, Moreland, and Alten teach all the limitations of 
claim 24. They do not teach a method wherein the categories are displayed in a 
foreground display on a display screen and at least one type of the media is displayed 
in a background display of the display screen. Chor teaches that you can have a menu 
in the foreground while having the main media in the background (Figure 6, Element 64 
and 74). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Smith, Moreland, and Alten with the teachings of Chor to include a 
way to put a menu in the foreground and the media in the background with the 
motivation to provide for easy access to information on what is being displayed. 

4. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Smith 
(US 6615248) and Moreland et al (US 61 1 1576) and Alten et al. (US 6661468) in view 
of Stautner et al. (US 6172677). 

In regards to claim 21 , Smith and Moreland teach all the limitations of claim 20. 
They do not teach a menu system wherein subcategories corresponding to the third 
category allows a user to participate in electronic communication while at least one of 
programming or a web page is displayed on the display screen. Stautner teaches that 
you can have a chat session, or electronic communication, and be viewing a television 
program at the same time (Figure 3, Element 1 00). It would have been obvious to one 
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of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Smith and Moreland with 
the teachings of Stautner to include a method for simultaneous electronic 
communication and displaying programming with the motivation to allow the user to 
multitask on one screen. 

5. Claims 30 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Smith (US 6615248) and Moreland et al (US 61 1 1576) in view of Chor et al. (US 
6141003). 

In regards to claim 30, Smith and Moreland teach all the limitations of claim 27. 
They do not teach the act of displaying the menu system in a foreground display of the 
display screen while displaying a type of media in a background display of the display 
screen. Chor teaches that you can have a menu in the foreground while having the 
main media in the background (Figure 6, Element 64 and 74). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Smith, 
Moreland, and Alten with the teachings of Chor to include a way to put a menu in the 
foreground and the media in the background with the motivation to provide for easy 
access to information on what is being displayed and being able to multitask. 

In regards to claim 32, Smith, Moreland and Chor teach all the limitations of claim 
30. Smith further teaches a method wherein the first category corresponds to a first 
type of media that is displayable on the display screen and wherein the second category 
includes options that correspond to a second type of media that is displayable on the 
display screen, (i.e. "providing a first user selectable object via the single user interface, 
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and providing a second user selectable object via the single user interface. The first 
user selectable object being a link to a first content source, and the second user 
selectable object being a link to a second content source, wherein the second content 
source differs from the first content source.", Column 2, Line 51). 



6. The prior art made of record and is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
US006661468B2 Alten et al. 

US006141003A Choretal. 
US0061 72677B1 Stautner et al. 

US006615248B1 Smith 
US0061 1 1 576A Moreland et al. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Boris Pesin whose telephone number is (703) 305-8774. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday except for every other 
Friday.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (703) 308-0640. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
3900. 



STEVEN SAX 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



